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ADDRESS PALLID STURGEON POPULATION DECLINES?
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a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Kansas City, Missouri, USA
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ABSTRACT
It is hypothesized that slow, shallow water habitats benefit larval pallid sturgeon Scaphirhynchus albus; however, testing this hypothesis is
difficult, given the low number of larval pallid sturgeon present in large rivers. In contrast, relatively large numbers of age-0 shovelnose
sturgeon Scaphirhynchus platorynchus have been sampled, providing a potentially useful baseline to assess the importance of slow, shallow
water to age-0 sturgeon of both species (hereafter age-0 sturgeon) in the lower Missouri River. Thus, we investigated the potential relation-
ships between the prevalence of shallow water <1.5m and the age-0 sturgeon catch rates at multiple scales. Age-0 sturgeon were usually
sampled in water>1.5m, and catch rates were usually highest in the upper half [i.e. river kilometre (RKM) 400 to 800] of the lower Missouri
River study area, whereas the availability of water <1.5m was usually highest in the lower half (i.e. RKM 0 to 400). Similarly, there was no
relationship between age-0 sturgeon mean catch-per-unit effort and ha/km of water <1.5m at any studied scale. Our results may suggest that
shallow water, as currently defined, may not be a suitable surrogate for assessing efforts to address pallid sturgeon population declines.
However, it is still unknown if lack of appropriate habitat is currently limiting pallid sturgeon. Published 2015. This article is a U.S.
Government work and is in the public domain in the USA. River Research and Applications published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd.
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INTRODUCTION
The Missouri River was greatly altered during the 20th
century for the purposes of bank stabilization, flood control,
commercial navigation, hydropower generation, and water
supply. While these measures effectively protected and
benefitted many human interests, the effects of river regula-
tion on historic habitat were also evident as the Missouri
River shifted from extensive areas of warm, shallow, and
turbid habitats to extensive areas of relatively cold, deep,
and clear habitat (Hesse and Sheets, 1993; U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service [USFWS], 2000; USFWS, 2003; Jacobson
and Galat, 2008; National Research Council [NRC], 2011).
As a result, many native species declined (Hesse et al.,
1989; Galat et al., 2005; NRC, 2011), and the 1990 listing
of the pallid sturgeon Scaphirhynchus albus as endangered
(USFWS, 1990) prompted the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) to issue a Biological Opinion and
amendment (collectively referred to as BIOP) to the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) (USFWS, 2000;
USFWS, 2003). As part of the BIOP, a suite of management
actions were proposed to avoid jeopardy to pallid sturgeon
and included habitat restoration activities that would provide
5.0 to 7.6 ha/linear km (ha/km) of shallow water habitat
(SWH) defined as water <1.5m and velocities <0.61m/s
during mid-July to mid-August from Sioux City, IA, down-
stream to the mouth of the Missouri River near St. Louis,
MO, representing approximately 20% of the estimated
habitat loss.
Shallow water habitat is hypothesized to benefit young
and small-bodied fishes if provided at the right time of year
in synchronization with life-stage needs. For example, SWH
can provide low velocity areas critical for survival and reten-
tion of larval fishes (Schiemer et al., 2001). It can also
provide optimal thermal conditions for larval fish growth
by providing areas that quickly warm relative to the main
channel (Schiemer et al., 2003). Additionally, shallow water
may provide beneficial feeding conditions by having higher
retention rates of organic matter, phytoplankton, and
zooplankton and increased primary and secondary produc-
tivity relative to the main channel (Knowlton and Jones,
2000; Bunn et al., 2003; O’Neill and Thorp, 2011). In the
Missouri River, shallow water has supported high fish
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species richness, especially for age-0 fish (Pflieger and
Grace, 1987; Tibbs and Galat, 1997; Berry et al., 2004;
Sterner et al., 2009). Although the specific connection of
shallow water to the life history of individual species
undoubtedly varies, the commonalities at early life stages
across species (e.g. small size, poor swimming ability,
vulnerability to predators, and similar feeding requirements)
has pointed to the importance of shallow water across a wide
range of fishes (Welcomme, 1979; Kwak, 1988; Bovee
et al., 1994; Scheidegger and Bain, 1995; Bowan et al.,
1998; Gozlan et al., 1998; Robinson et al., 1998; Freeman
et al., 2001). It is hypothesized that SWH benefits larval
pallid sturgeon by slowing larval drift/increasing retention,
providing nursery areas, and increasing production and/or
retention of food sources in these areas of the Missouri
River; however, the extent to which a lack of SWH limits
the pallid sturgeon population is uncertain.
Increasing abundance of wild pallid sturgeon through
increased natural recruitment is a fundamental objective of
management actions directed at pallid sturgeon on the
Missouri River. Although mean objectives and associated
metrics (e.g. habitat acreages and depth criteria) may be
important for evaluating intermediate outcomes or hypothe-
sized linkages between management actions and pallid
sturgeon, it is the response in the wild pallid sturgeon popu-
lation that will determine if management efforts successfully
met the needs of the species.
Biological Opinion prescriptions and subsequent imple-
mentation efforts have primarily focussed on habitat acreage
targets rather than a specific pallid sturgeon response, such
as increased recruitment or population growth (Doyle
et al., 2011; NRC, 2011). Verifying and further describing
cause and effect relationships between habitat and fish are
essential in the use of habitat metrics as a surrogate for pallid
sturgeon response and in the effective use of adaptive man-
agement as a means to refine management actions.
The primary hypothesis linking SWH restoration to pop-
ulation growth is founded on the assumption that poor larval
survival because of reduced nursery habitat (USFWS, 2003)
is currently limiting the pallid sturgeon population. There-
fore, information on larval survival rates and effects of hab-
itat on survival are critical in better understanding the
relationship between SWH and pallid sturgeon. Because
little recruitment of pallid sturgeon to age 1 in the lower
Missouri River has occurred (Steffensen et al., 2014) and
only two age-0 individuals have been genetically-confirmed
as pallid sturgeon to date (Edward Heist, Personal commu-
nication, Southern Illinois University) despite intensive
sampling efforts initiated in 2006 (Oldenburg et al., 2010),
evaluating habitat use and quantifying these relationships
are difficult. Utilizing catch data from the closely related
shovelnose sturgeon Scaphirhynchus platorynchus and pal-
lid sturgeon if they are found (collectively referred to as
age-0 sturgeon hereafter), however, may provide insight into
the benefits of habitat restoration focussed on providing nurs-
ery habitat for age-0 sturgeon. As such, the first objective of
our study was to utilize existing age-0 sturgeon catch data
from a long-term monitoring programme [the Missouri River
Recovery Program Pallid Sturgeon Population Assessment
Program (PSPAP)] to evaluate the depths and velocities at
age-0 sturgeon capture and non-capture sites (i.e. a local scale)
to help characterize habitat use. The second objective of our
study was a broad-scale (e.g. river bend scale) assessment of
relationships between ha/km of water <1.5m and catches of
age-0 sturgeon to determine if age-0 sturgeon catch increases
with increasing availability of water<1.5m. Broad-scale rela-
tionships between catch data and the velocity metric of water
less than 0.61m/s were not assessed because of the fluctuating
nature of velocities over various discharges and the lack of
velocity data during a similar discharge over the large spatial
scale of this study. Ultimately, this information will help
determine if the depth metric of water <1.5m is a suitable
surrogate for sturgeon population response.
METHODS
Age-0 sturgeon collection
We utilized age-0 sturgeon data from 2003 to 2013 col-
lected as part of the PSPAP, which is the primary fish mon-
itoring element for the BIOP (Welker and Drobish, 2012).
This dataset provides a long-term assessment of fish metrics
(e.g. population trends, size structure, survival, movement,
and distribution of pallid sturgeon and other target fishes)
over a large spatial extent by utilizing a variety of sampling
gears. For our analyses, we utilized data collected from four
Missouri River segments (Figure 1) from river kilometre
(RKM) 0 to 805, which coincided with the bathymetry
dataset discussed in the succeeding texts. The PSPAP uses
a three-tiered hierarchical habitat classification system
(macrohabitat, mesohabitat, and microhabitat) that allows
for both general and specific categorization for sampling
to serve the needs for biological and physical data collec-
tion efforts. Each year, a minimum of 25% of all bends
within each segment (Figure 1) were randomly selected to
be sampled each year. Each mesohabitat within the
macrohabitat was sampled using randomly selected
subsamples. Data utilized from the PSPAP were limited to
age-0 sturgeon collected during April through October
utilizing the POT02 push trawl and OT16 benthic otter
trawl. The POT02, a 4-mm mesh push trawl (2.4m wide
with 0.76 ×0.38-m otter doors) was used to sample depths
up to 2m. The OT16, a 6.3-mm mesh (cod end) trawl
(4.8m wide with 0.76× 0.38-m otter doors) was used to
sample depths over 2m. Catches for all benthic trawls were
standardized according to Ridenour et al. (2011) and are
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reported as fish per 100m2. Ridenour et al. (2011) assumed
that trawl type had little effect on their study of age-0 stur-
geon habitat use in the lower Missouri River; therefore, the
same was done for this study. Water depth was recorded to
the nearest 0.1m at the beginning, middle, and end of each
trawl sample. Water velocity was measured near the bottom
with a Marsh-McBirney flowmeter at the middle of 25% of
the trawl samples not containing a pallid sturgeon, whereas
velocity was recorded for each trawl sample containing
pallid sturgeon.
Quantification of water <1.5m
Bathymetry surveys were collected using boat-mounted,
single-beam echo sounders utilizing Hypack™ software
(version 13.0) and differential global positioning system
instrumentation to provide sub-metre or better positional
accuracy of depth soundings. The surveys were conducted
from June through September, 2013 from RKM 0 to 805.
Depth data were collected along pre-defined transect lines
spaced approximately 75m perpendicular to flow along the
main channel. Conversion of sounding depths to elevation
was accomplished by measuring the relative difference in
elevation between the water surface and previously
established benchmarks located every 3–6km along the
river. Digital elevation maps (DEMs) of echo-sounder data
were developed utilizing ArcGIS (version 10.1, Environ-
mental Systems Research Institute, Inc., Redlands,
California). Maps were generated with approximately
15-m grid cells and projected to universal time meridian
zone 15′N with the North American Vertical Datum of
1988 datum. Grid cells of 15m were chosen based on meth-
odology described in Hengl (2006) and an optimal balance
between resolution and processing time.
Habitat metrics in the BIOP define shallow water as
<1.5m and velocity <0.61m/s from mid-July to
mid-August so it was necessary to compute depths from
the survey data with respect to the water surface elevation
during this same time period. For a comparable reference,
the flow during this time period has been simplified to
median August flow or the 50% August flow exceedance
probability. A median August flow water surface profile
was developed from the latest steady-state flow model of
the Missouri River and major tributaries developed by the
Kansas City District, USACE, using the Hydrological
Engineering Center’s River Analysis System (HEC-RAS,
version 5.0 beta). The model, which runs from Nebraska
City, Nebraska, to Saint Louis, Missouri, utilizes cross
sections spaced approximately 0.8 km based on bathymetric
surveys completed by USACE in 2009 and is calibrated to
Missouri River mainstem US Geological Survey stream
gauge stations and the water surfaces measured between
the gauges during a water surface profile survey conducted
by USACE in 2009. The median August flow was calcu-
lated and input into the HEC-RAS model using post-dam
regulation flow data (1967–2013) from the Missouri River
Figure 1. Map of the lower Missouri River from segments 9 to 14 This figure is available in colour online at wileyonlinelibrary.com/journal/rra
SHALLOW WATER AND AGE-0 STURGEON OCCURRENCE
Published 2015. This article is a U.S. Government work and is in the public domain in the USA.
River Research and Applications published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd.
River Res. Applic. (2015)
DOI: 10.1002/rra
mainstem stream gauge stations. Major tributary inflows
were also included in the model.
RAS Mapper, an interface accessed through HEC-RAS,
was used to drape the median August water surface profile
over the DEM derived from the 2013 bathymetric data to
develop a depth map from RKM 805 to 0. Aquatic area that
meets the criteria of <1.5m was then extracted and analysed
at varying spatial scales. Because of the inability of hydro-
graphic survey vessels to obtain a complete cross section
in many locations because of shallow depths or revetments
preventing boats from reaching the edge of water during a
survey, it was determined that approximately 8% of the
estimated wetted surface area during median august flow
was not surveyed. For this study, it was assumed that half
of this area would be less than 1.5m and therefore reported
as water <1.5m for analysis purposes.
Data analysis
For local-scale analyses, box plots of depth and velocity
were constructed, and a Mann–Whitney rank sum test was
used to test for differences between sturgeon and
non-sturgeon sites for each of these habitat parameters. For
this analysis, we removed the depths and velocities at
non-sturgeon sites that were outside the range of those
observed at sturgeon sites to ensure that this comparison
was valid. Additionally, depth and velocity box plots were
also constructed for each age-0 sturgeon 10-mm length cate-
gory, and potential differences among length categories were
assessed with a standard analysis of variance (ANOVA) (and
Tukey’s pairwise test if necessary) if normality and equal
variance assumptions were met; if these assumptions were
not met, a Kruskal–Wallis non-paramtric ANOVA (and
Dunn’s multiple comparison procedure if necessary) was
used. Mean depth was used for these analyses because three
depths were recorded during each trawl run.
For broad-scale analyses, area graphs were constructed to
visually compare distributions of age-0 sturgeon mean
catch-per-unit effort (CPUE) and water <1.5m. Further-
more, simple linear regression was used to assess potential
relationships between mean CPUE and water <1.5m (ha/
km). These analyses were also conducted at additional scales
(ha/km at the bend, 2-bend, and 3-bend scales) because
Schapaugh et al. (2010) suggested that sampling at more
than one spatial scale may provide important insight regard-
ing the response of sturgeon to habitat restoration efforts. An
analysis was also conducted for various smaller length
categories (<20, 20–30, <30, and <40mm) because
Ridenour et al. (2011) suggested that smaller age-0 sturgeon
(e.g. 20–30mm) may utilize habitats differently than larger
individuals in the 30–40-mm size range. All statistical
analyses were performed using SigmaPlot 12 and α=0.05
for all tests.
RESULTS
The median depth was significantly different between
sturgeon and non-sturgeon sites; however, there was a high
degree of overlap between these box plots as depths at both
sturgeon and non-sturgeon sites, usually exceeded 2m
(Figure 2). The mean depth (95% CI) was slightly lower at
sturgeon sites [3.0m (0.10)] than non-sturgeon sites [3.2 m
(0.03)]. Similarly, the median velocity between sturgeon
and non-sturgeon sites was also significantly different
despite a high degree of overlap between these box plots
as velocities were often >0.6m/s at both sturgeon and
non-sturgeon sites (Figure 2). The mean velocity (95% CI)
was slightly higher at sturgeon sites [0.61 m/s (0.03)] than
at non-sturgeon sites [0.56 m/s (0.01)]. Additionally, depth
at age-0 sturgeon capture sites was not significantly different
among length categories, and there was a high degree of
overlap among these box plots (Figure 3). In contrast, veloc-
ity at age-0 sturgeon capture sites was significantly different
among the length categories; however, pairwise differences
were rare (Figure 3). The 10 and 20-mm length categories
Figure 2. Box plots of depth and velocity at sturgeon (present) and
non-sturgeon (absent) sites. Box plots with different letters are sta-
tistically different
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were sampled from significantly slower velocities than the
40 and 100-mm length categories (Figure 3).
At all studied scales (1 km, bend, 2 bend, and 3 bend),
age-0 sturgeon mean CPUE was usually highest in the upper
half (i.e. RKM 400 to 800) of the study area, whereas the
availability of water<1.5m was usually highest in the lower
half (i.e. RKM 0 to 400) (Figure 4). Similarly, there was no
Figure 3. Length frequency distribution (upper panel), box plots
of depth (middle panel), and bar chart of mean velocity ±
95% CI (lower panel) by 10-mm length category for age-0 stur-
geon. The different letters indicate statistical differences be-
tween length categories
Figure 4. Availability of water <1.5m (ha/km) overlaid with mean
catch-per-unit-effort (CPUE) for age-0 sturgeon (<109mm) at
multiple scales
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relationship between age-0 sturgeon mean CPUE and ha/km
of water <1.5m at any studied scale (Figure 5). Addition-
ally, these findings were similar for the smaller age-0
sturgeon length categories that were investigated (<20,
20–30, <30, and <40mm).
DISCUSSION
At the local scale, the median depth at age-0 sturgeon
capture sites in this study was similar to the depths reported
in other studies (Phelps et al., 2010; Ridenour et al., 2011;
Gosch et al., 2015). Furthermore, the average depth at
age-0 sturgeon capture sites was 3m, while Gosch et al.
(2015) found average depths of 2.2 and 2.3m in mainstem
and chute habitats respectively. Similarly, Ridenour et al.
(2011) found that the mean depth in mesohabitats with
the highest age-0 sturgeon catch rates ranged from approx-
imately 1.8 to 2.5m. Thus, these studies suggest that depth
at age-0 sturgeon capture sites is fairly consistent (usually 2
to 3m) across a wide variety of flow conditions. In addition
to depth, velocities at age-0 sturgeon capture sites (usually
0.5 to 0.8m/s) were similar to velocities reported in other
Missouri River studies (Ridenour et al., 2011; Gosch
et al., 2015). Interestingly, the mean velocities observed
for the 10 and 20-mm size classes, although only signifi-
cantly different from two of the other size classes (40 and
100mm), were slower than every other size class. This
may support the suggestion by Ridenour et al. (2011) that
lower velocity areas may be important to these small
sturgeon, albeit only for a short time after they settle from
the drift, before moving to faster water. Overall, our depth
and velocity results were similar to the findings of Gosch
et al. (2015) that age-0 sturgeon were usually found in
local areas that do not have depth <1.5m and velocity
<0.61m/s. It is also important to note, however, that these
local depth and velocity results should be interpreted
cautiously. For example, it is possible that some of these
age-0 sturgeon were entrained at the depths and velocities
observed in this study because of the engineered condi-
tions present in lower Missouri River. The relatively
large variation in depths and velocities at sturgeon sites
for the 10 and 20-mm size classes may be further
evidence that some of these individuals were not able
to select their habitats. If this is the case and entrain-
ment results in low survival, then habitat restoration pro-
jects should focus on drift dynamics of these fish and
the river characteristics necessary to place these fish into
beneficial habitats. Furthermore, there is some uncer-
tainty associated with representing an entire trawl run
with a single bottom velocity reading. For example, data
from laboratory studies indicated that age-0 sturgeon up
to 75mm long may have difficulty holding position in
Figure 5. Scatter plots of mean catch-per-unit-effort (CPUE) and
water <1.5m for age-0 sturgeon (<109mm) at multiple scales
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velocities that exceed 0.3m/s (Kynard et al., 2007; D.
Deslauriers, South Dakota State University, unpublished
data), suggesting that field measurements may not accu-
rately represent the velocities actually acting upon age-0
sturgeon. It also suggests that laboratory studies designed to
evaluate velocity impacts to age-0 sturgeon do not accu-
rately account for conditions in the actual river as measured
velocities often exceed laboratory thresholds; instead, mi-
crohabitat features (e.g. sand dunes and current seams)
likely provide velocity refugia for age-0 sturgeon. Nonethe-
less, this highlights the need to better understand the micro-
habitats used by age-0 sturgeon, which will help guide
future habitat restoration projects.
Another source of uncertainty during this study was the
relatively low sample size for age-0 sturgeon <40mm (refer
to Figure 5). Gear bias may have contributed to this observa-
tion; however, it is still important to point out that these
smaller fish were well represented as over 130 individuals
<40mm were captured during this study, which was almost
20% of the total age-0 sturgeon catch. It is also likely that
sampling design affected the catch of age-0 sturgeon
<40mm because free embryo larvae are likely concentrated
in the thalweg (Braaten et al., 2010), and thalweg sampling
is not conducted as part of the PSPAP. Additionally, it is
possible that larger (i.e. exogenously feeding) individuals
in this size class might also be entrained in the thalweg in
this highly engineered system, further contributing to the
lower catch of fish <40mm. An improved understanding
of the size range at which age-0 sturgeon are capable of
selecting habitats in the highly engineered lower Missouri
River would reduce some of the uncertainty inherent in
age-0 sturgeon studies within this system as would future
research on the potential bias of gears used to sample
age-0 sturgeon in shallow habitats (Gosch et al., 2015).
The broad-scale analyses focussed on evaluating the
relationship between ha/km of water <1.5m and catches
of age-0 sturgeon because it is infeasible to measure velocity
over large spatial scales (kilometre or multiple kilometre).
We found little to no relationship between ha/km of water
<1.5m and catches of age-0 sturgeon at the 1-km and
1-bend spatial scales. Similarly, Schapaugh et al. (2010)
reported little to no change in the fish community among
bends that had been modified to obtain water <1.5m and
velocities <0.61m/s, although the authors mentioned that
insufficient time between modification and monitoring as
well as a lack of analysis at broader spatial scales (e.g. larger
than 1 bend) may have limited their ability to detect
changes. Subsequent work by Ridenour et al. (2010) on
the lower Missouri River compared fish composition and
abundance among ‘endpoint’ sites (areas with existing high
amounts of water <1.5m and velocities <0.61m/s) and
‘non-endpoint’ sites (areas with little to no activity to obtain
water <1.5m and velocities <0.61m/s) and concluded that
‘a positive response by fishes to SWH mitigation sites’
existed; however, this conclusion was primarily drawn on
the overall fish community (including only five age-0
sturgeon) but also suggested that a larger spatial scale may
be appropriate for evaluating fish response to SWH restora-
tion efforts. Therefore, we also evaluated the relationship of
water <1.5m at the 2-bend and 3-bend spatial scales.
Similarly, no relationship existed between ha/km of water
<1.5m and catches of age-0 sturgeon at these larger spatial
scales. This observation may be a function of reduced
probability of capture in the lower reaches of the study area.
Often, sampling for age-0 sturgeon in the lower Missouri
River yields a high percentage of trawls with no age-0
sturgeon captured (i.e. only a small number of successful
trawls occur). Given that the size and habitat complexity
of the river increases from upstream to downstream, it is
possible that finding those locations with age-0 sturgeon
becomes more difficult as sampling moves downstream.
Given that most, if not all, of the age-0 sturgeon captured
during this study were shovelnose sturgeon, it is also possi-
ble that the shorter expected drift distance of this species
compared with pallid sturgeon (see Braaten et al., 2008)
may have accounted for the decrease in age-0 sturgeon catch
rates in the lower portion of the study area despite a higher
prevalence of water <1.5m.
Despite these possibilities, the relatively low catch rates
in areas with higher amounts of water <1.5m may not be
that surprising because of the predominance of age-0
sturgeon captures from depths >1.5m during other studies
(Phelps et al., 2010; Ridenour et al., 2011; Gosch et al.,
2015). Regardless, it is possible that water <1.5m may be
necessary for increased survivorship of age-0 sturgeon.
For example, although catch rates for age-0 sturgeon were
lower in areas with a higher availability of water <1.5m,
perhaps these individuals experienced more favourable con-
ditions (e.g. abundant food) resulting in better condition,
but navigation to shallow areas was limited in some way.
It is also possible that the population-level benefits may
not be measurable until a threshold amount of habitat is re-
stored as only a small fraction of the more than 40 000ha of
SWH lost as a result of river modification has been restored
(USACE, 2003). Another potential scenario is that the
benefits of restoring some natural form to the Missouri
River may not solely be achievable through changes to
channel form but also the interaction with flows (Jacobson
and Galat, 2006; Doyle et al., 2011). Increased survivorship
of age-0 pallid sturgeon may not be achieved even with
habitat restoration if flows negatively affect the quantity,
functionality, and timing of the restored habitats. Additional
insight into these potential scenarios would be beneficial to
recovery efforts on the lower Missouri River.
A primary assumption of our study was that age-0 shovel-
nose sturgeon were an adequate surrogate, regarding habitat
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use, for age-0 pallid sturgeon. Murphy et al. (2011)
cautioned against the use of surrogates in conservation
planning for rare species and suggested that surrogate
species must respond in a similar fashion to the target
species. Some studies suggest that shovelnose sturgeon
may not be an adequate surrogate for pallid sturgeon in
terms of habitat use (Bramblett and White, 2001) and diet
(Gerrity et al., 2006; Wanner et al., 2007) during adult
and/or juvenile stages. Additionally, Braaten et al. (2008)
found that free embryo drift distance was different between
the two species in the upper Missouri River. However,
similarities between the two species also exist. For example,
despite disparity in drift distance, both shovelnose and pallid
sturgeon usually drifted in the lower 0.5m of the water
column (Braaten et al., 2008). It has also been suggested
that shovelnose sturgeon can be a model for pallid sturgeon
as developmental patterns between these two species are
similar during early life history (Colombo et al., 2007).
Additionally, others have shown that shovelnose sturgeon
are adequate surrogates for studies regarding contaminants
and contaminant uptake (Ruelle and Keenlyne, 1994;
Schwarz et al., 2006; Buckler, 2011). Finally, other recent
studies have also pooled age-0 shovelnose and pallid
sturgeon data for the purposes of habitat evaluation (Phelps
et al., 2010; Ridenour et al., 2011; Sechler et al., 2012). As
such, age-0 shovelnose sturgeon may have been an appro-
priate surrogate given the scope of this study, potentially
providing insight into the habitat use of age-0 pallid
sturgeon on the lower Missouri River. However, further
evaluation of the use of age-0 shovelnose sturgeon as a
surrogate for habitat use by age-0 pallid sturgeon should
be investigated.
Implications for adaptive management
The existing BIOP emphasizes the utilization of an adaptive
management strategy to guide efforts as new information
becomes available. To date, effort has focussed on creating
specific amounts of habitat with both depth <1.5m and ve-
locity <0.61m/s. Both the NRC (2011) and Doyle et al.
(2011) have criticized this approach and recommended a
programmatic adaptive management strategy focussed on
measurable species outcomes with defined targets. Follow-
ing recommendations from these two reviews, the USACE
has undertaken the development of a comprehensive
adaptive management strategy that will use a structured
decision making approach to evaluate and implement
existing and potential management actions. As part of this
effort, an ‘Effects Analysis’ (described in Murphy and
Weiland, 2011) is currently underway, involving teams
of scientists and stakeholder interaction, which will
provide a scientific foundation for the structured decision
making process. One component of the ‘Effects Analysis’
is a thorough review and analysis of existing data, and as
such, this study should provide an improved understand-
ing of the relationship between habitat use and catches
of age-0 sturgeon.
The primary hypothesis linking habitat restoration to
pallid sturgeon population growth is founded on the
assumption that poor larval survival because of reduced
nursery habitat (e.g. lack of food) is currently limiting
pallid sturgeon populations (USFWS, 2003). Given the
uncertainties associated with habitat restoration designed
to benefit age-0 sturgeon and lack of demonstrated
cause-and-effect relationships, we recommend and are
currently involved in focussed investigations to better
understand what habitat types are beneficial to age-0
sturgeon and if habitat availability is currently a limiting
factor. Because larval survival may not be low or limited
by a lack of nursery habitat (e.g. completion of earlier life
stage transitions are more limiting to population growth),
investigations should focus on evaluating additional
hypotheses regarding survivorship and population growth
of pallid sturgeon. Based on the results of this and other
studies, we recommend increased focus on elucidating
those factors that most limit pallid sturgeon population
growth.
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
Funding was provided by the USACE, Kansas City, and
Omaha Districts. We thank the Nebraska Game and Parks
Commission, Missouri Department of Conservation, and
USFWS for the PSPAP data access. Jason Farmer and
Chance Bitner provided valuable comments on an earlier
draft of this manuscript. Reference to trade names does not
imply endorsement by the US government. All product
names and trademarks cited are the property of their respec-
tive owners. The findings of this report are not to be
construed as an official Department of Army position unless
so designated by other authorized documents.
REFERENCES
Berry CR, Wildhaber ML, Galat DL. 2004. Fish distribution and
abundance, volume 3. Population structure and habitat use of benthic
fishes along the Missouri and lower Yellowstone Rivers. U.S. Geological
Survey, Cooperative Research Units, South Dakota State University:
Brookings.
Bovee KD, Newcomb TJ, Coon TG. 1994. Relations between habitat
variability and population dynamics of bass in the Huron River,
Michigan. U.S. National Biological Survey Biological Report 21.
Bowan ZH, Freeman MC, Bovee KD. 1998. Evaluation of general-
ized habitat criteria for assessing impacts of altered flow regimes
on warmwater fishes. Transactions of the American Fisheries
Society 127: 455–468. DOI: 10.1577/1548-8659(1998)1270455:
EOGHCF2.0.CO;2
T. R. GEMEINHARDT ET AL.
Published 2015. This article is a U.S. Government work and is in the public domain in the USA.
River Research and Applications published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd.
River Res. Applic. (2015)
DOI: 10.1002/rra
Braaten PJ, Fuller DB, Holte LD, Viste W, Brandt TF, Legare RG. 2008.
Drift dynamics of larval pallid sturgeon and shovelnose sturgeon in a nat-
ural side channel of the Missouri River, Montana. North American Jour-
nal of Fisheries Management 28: 808–826. DOI: 10.1577/M06-285.1
Braaten PJ, Fuller DB, Lott RD, Ruggles MP, Holm RJ. 2010. Spatial
distribution of drifting pallid sturgeon larvae in the Missouri River
inferred from two net designs and multiple sampling locations. North
American Journal of Fisheries Management 30: 1062–1074. DOI:
10.1577/M09-149.1
Bramblett RG, White RG. 2001. Habitat use and movements of pallid and
shovelnose sturgeon in the Yellowstone and Missouri Rivers in Montana
and North Dakota. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 130:
1006–1025. DOI: 10.1577/1548-8659(2001)1301006:HUAMOPCO;2
Buckler J. 2011. Persistent organic pollutant effects on middle Mississippi
River Scaphirhynchus sturgeon reproduction and early life stages. MsC
Thesis, University of Missouri – Columbia.
Bunn SE, Davies PM, Winning M. 2003. Sources of organic carbon
supporting the food web of an arid zone floodplain river. Freshwater
Biology 48: 619–635. DOI: 10.1046/j.1365-2427.2003.01031.x
Colombo RE, Garvey JE, Wills PS. 2007. A guide to the embryonic devel-
opment of the shovelnose sturgeon (Scaphirhynchus platorynchus),
reared at a constant temperature. Journal of Applied Ichthyology 23:
402–410. DOI: 10.1111/j.1439-0426.2007.00898.x
Doyle M, Murphy D, Bartell S, Farmer A, Guy C, Palmer M. 2011.
Missouri River Recovery Program, Independent Science Advisory Panel
Report on Spring Pulses and Adaptive Management. U.S. Institute for
Environmental Conflict Resolution and Oak Ridge Associated Universi-
ties, Third Party Science Neutral.
Freeman MC, Bowen ZH, Bovee KD, Irwin ER. 2001. Flow and habitat
effects on juvenile fish abundance in natural and altered flow regimes.
Ecological Applications 11: 179–190. DOI: 10.1890/1051-0761(2001)
011[0179:FAHEOJ]2.0.CO;2
Galat DL, Berry CR, Gardner WM, Hendrickson JC, Mestl GE, Power GJ,
Stone C, Winston MR. 2005. Spatiotemporal patterns and changes in
Missouri River fishes.American Fisheries Society Symposium 45: 249–291.
Gerrity PC, Guy CS, Gardner WM. 2006. Juvenile pallid sturgeon are pi-
scivorous: a call for conserving native cyprinids. Transactions of the
American Fisheries Society 135: 604–609. DOI: 10.1577/T05-122.1
Gosch NJC, Miller ML, Gemeinhardt TR, Sampson SJ, Bonneau JL. 2015.
Age-0 sturgeon accessibility to constructed and modified chutes in the
lower Missouri River. North American Journal of Fisheries
Management 35: 75–85. DOI: 10.1080/02755947.2014.975300
Gozlan RE, Mastrorillo S, Dauba F, Tourenq J, GH Copp. 1998.
Multi-scale analysis of habitat use during late summer for 0+ fishes in
the river Garonne (France). Aquatic Sciences 60: 99–117. DOI:
10.1007/s000270050028
Hengl T. 2006. Finding the right pixel size. Computers & Geosciences 32:
1283–1298. DOI: 10.1016/j.cageo.2005.11.008
Hesse LW, Sheets W. 1993. The Missouri River hydrosystem. Fisheries 18:
5–14. DOI: 10.1577/1548-8446(1993)0180005:TMRH2.0.CO;2
Hesse LW, Schmulbach JC, Carr JM, Keenlyne KD, Unkenholz DG,
Robinson JW, Mestl GE. 1989. Missouri River fishery resources in
relation to past, present and future stresses. Canadian Special Publica-
tion of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 106: 352–371.
Jacobson RB, Galat DL. 2006. Flow and form in rehabilitation of large-
river ecosystems: an example from the lower Missouri River. Geomor-
phology 77: 249–269. DOI: 10.1016/j.geomorph.2006.01.014
Jacobson RB, Galat DL. 2008. Design of a naturalized flow regime—
an example from the Lower Missouri River, U.S.A. Ecohydrology 1:
81–104. DOI: 10.1002/eco.9
Kwak TJ. 1988. Lateral movement and use of floodplain habitat by fishes
of the Kankakee River, Illinois. American Midland Naturalist 120:
241–249. DOI: 10.2307/2425995
Knowlton MF, Jones JR. 2000. Seston, light, nutrients and chlorophyll in
the Lower Missouri River, 1994–1998. Journal of Freshwater Ecology
15: 283–297. DOI: 10.1080/02705060.2000.9663747
Kynard B, Parker E, Pugh D, Parker T. 2007. Use of laboratory studies to
develop a dispersal model for Missouri River pallid sturgeon early life
intervals. Journal of Applied Ichthyology 23: 365–374. DOI: 10.1111/
j.1439-0426.2007.00908.x
Murphy DD, Weiland PS. 2011. The route to best science in implemen-
tation of the endangered species act’s consultation mandate: the bene-
fits of structured effects analysis. Environmental Management 47:
161–172. DOI: 10.1007/s00267-010-9597-9
Murphy DD, Weiland PS, Cummins KW. 2011. A critical assessment of the
use of surrogate species in conservation planning in the Sacramento-San
Joaquin Delta, California (U.S.A.). Conservation Biology 25: 873–878.
DOI: 10.1007/s13412-014-0165-0
National Research Council (NRC). 2011. Missouri River Planning-
Recognizing and Incorporating Sediment Management. National Acade-
mies Press: Washington D.C.; 152.
Oldenburg EW, Goodman BJ, Boyd JW, Hanrahan TP. 2010. 2007–2008
Annual Synthesis Report Pallid Sturgeon Population Assessment
Project and Associated Fish Community Monitoring for the Missouri
River, PNNL-19486. Pacific Northwest National Laboratory: Richland,
WA; 224.
O’Neill BJ, Thorp JH. 2011. Flow refugia for the zoobenthos of a
sand-bed river: the role of physical-habitat complexity. Journal of
the North American Benthological Society 30: 546–558. DOI:
10.1899/10-083.1
Pflieger WL, Grace TB. 1987. Changes in the fish fauna of the lower
Missouri River, 1940-1983. In Community and Evolutionary Ecology
of North American Stream Fishes, Matthews WJ, Heins DC (eds).
University of Oklahoma Press: Norman; 166–177.
Phelps QE, Tripp SJ, Garvey JE, Herzog DP, Ostendorf DE, Ridings JW,
Crites JW, Hrabik RA. 2010. Habitat use during early life history infers
recovery needs for shovelnose sturgeon and pallid sturgeon in the middle
Mississippi River. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 139:
1060–1068. DOI: 10.1577/T09-199.1
Ridenour CJ, Doyle WJ, Hill TD. 2010. Habitat Assessment and
Monitoring Program 2010 Pilot Study: a comparison of HAMP
bends to ‘end state’ habitats. Final Report to the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers.
Ridenour CJ, Doyle WJ, Hill TD. 2011. Habitats of age-0 sturgeon in the
lower Missouri River. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society
140: 1351–1358. DOI: 10.1080/00028487.2011.620493
Robinson AT, Clarkson RW, Forrest RE. 1998. Dispersal of larval fishes in
a regulated river tributary. Transactions of the American Fisheries
Society 127: 772–786. DOI: 10.1577/1548-8659(1998)1270772:
DOLFIA2.0.CO;2
Ruelle R, Keenlyne KD. 1994. The suitability of shovelnose sturgeon as a
surrogate for pallid sturgeon. Proceedings of the South Dakota Academy
of Sciences 73: 67–81.
Schapaugh A, Hiller TL, Tyre AJ. 2010. The Pallid Sturgeon Habitat
Assessment and Monitoring Program 2007–2009. University of
Nebraska-Lincoln School of Natural Resources: Lincoln, Nebraska.
Scheidegger KJ, Bain MB. 1995. Larval fish distribution and microhabitat
use in free-flowing and regulated rivers. Copeia 125–135. DOI:
10.2307/1446807
Schiemer F, Keckeis H, Reckendorfer W, Winkler G. 2001. The ‘inshore
retention concept’ and its significance for large rivers. Archiv für
Hydrobiologie 135: 509–516.
Schiemer F, Keckeis H, Kamler E. 2003. The early life history stages of
riverine fish: ecophysiological and environmental bottlenecks. Compara-
tive Biochemistry and Physiology Part A 133: 439–449. DOI: 10.1016/
S1095-6433(02)00246-5
SHALLOW WATER AND AGE-0 STURGEON OCCURRENCE
Published 2015. This article is a U.S. Government work and is in the public domain in the USA.
River Research and Applications published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd.
River Res. Applic. (2015)
DOI: 10.1002/rra
SchwarzMS, Lydick CD, Tillitt DE, Papoulias DM, Gross TS. 2006. A health
risk evaluation for pallid sturgeon (Scaphirhynchus albus) in the lower
Platte River using shovelnose sturgeon (Scaphirhynchus platorynchus) as
a surrogate. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Division of Environmental
Quality, Region 6, Final Report, Grand Island, Nebraska.
Sechler DR, Phelps QE, Tripp SJ, Garvey JE, Herzog DP, Ostendorf DE,
Ridings JW, Crites JW, Hrabik RA. 2012. Habitat for age-0 shovelnose
sturgeon and pallid sturgeon in a large river: interactions among abiotic
factors, food, and energy intake. North American Journal of Fisheries
Management 32: 24–31. DOI: 10.1080/02755947.2012.655848
Steffensen K, Huenemann T, Winders K, Ridenour C, Wilson R, Stukel S,
Shuman D, Haddix T, Welker T. 2014. Pallid Sturgeon Scaphirhynchus
albus: is there evidence of recruitment in the Missouri River? A Report to
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers from the Pallid Sturgeon Population
Assessment Project; 8.
Sterner V, Bowman R, Eder B, Negus S, Mestl G, Whiteman K, Garner D,
Travnichek V, Schloesser J, McMullen J, Hill T. 2009. Final Report,
Missouri River Fish and Wildlife Mitigation Program, Fish Community
Monitoring and Habitat Assessment of Off-channel Mitigation Sites. Ne-
braska Game and Parks Commission, Missouri Conservation Depart-
ment, Iowa Department of Natural Resources and U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.
Tibbs JE, Galat DE. 1997. Larval, juvenile, and adult small fish use of
scour basins connected to the lower Missouri River. Cooperative Fish
and Wildlife Research Unit. University of Missouri: Columbia.
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 2003. Final Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement for the Missouri River Fish and Wildlife Mitigation
Project. Kansas City and Omaha Districts.
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 1990. Endangered and threatened wildlife
and plants: determination of endangered status for the pallid sturgeon.
Federal Register 55: 173(6 September 1990):36641–36647.
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2000. Biological opinion of the operation of
the Missouri River main stem reservoir system, operation and mainte-
nance of the Missouri River bank stabilization and navigation project
and operation of the Kansas River reservoir system. USFWS: Washing-
ton D.C.
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2003. Amendment to the 2000 biological
opinion of the operation of the Missouri River main stem reservoir
system, operation and maintenance of the Missouri River bank stabiliza-
tion and navigation project and operation of the Kansas River reservoir
system. USFWS: Washington D.C.
Wanner GA, Shuman DA, Willis DW. 2007. Food habits of juvenile pallid
sturgeon and adult shovelnose sturgeon in the Missouri River
downstream of Fort Randall Dam, South Dakota. Journal of Freshwater
Ecology 22: 81–92.
Welcomme RL. 1979. Fisheries ecology of floodplain rivers. Longman
Group Limited: New York.
Welker TL, Drobish MR. 2012. Pallid sturgeon population assessment
project, Vol. 1.7. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: Omaha District,
Yankton, South Dakota; 60.
T. R. GEMEINHARDT ET AL.
Published 2015. This article is a U.S. Government work and is in the public domain in the USA.
River Research and Applications published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd.
River Res. Applic. (2015)
DOI: 10.1002/rra
